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Executive Summary

This is the twelfth in a series of annual reports on the program review acti-
vities of Commission staff and the three public segments of higher education
It includes a discussion of proposals for 50 new degree or certificate programs
submitted to the Commission between July 1, 1986, and June 30, 1987 (pages
1-2), a summary of several hundred reviews of existing programs on Univer-
sity and State University campuses during the same period {(pages 3-6), a sec-
tion dealing with 178 projected programs (pages 7-12), and the following four
recommendations for segmental action during the coming year (page 13)

1 The Chancellor’s Office of the Califormia Community Colleges should
increase its efforts toward improving program review practices and
procedures on all campuses As soon as possible, the Chancellor’s Of-
fice should compile and submit to the Commission the following items
essential for statewide planning and review (1) a list of projected pro-
grams at all colleges, with a brief descriptive statement for each pro-
gram, and (2) a summary of program review activities at each college
during the preceding year

2 With all campuses 1n the University and State University having es-
tablished schedules for the systematic review of existing programs,
segmental offices should seek to insure uniformity in the quality of
campus reviews by developing guidelines and regulations to be dis-
tributed to the campuses and other parties These might take the
form of a handbock that identifies program elements to be evaluated,
lists reporting requirements and deadlines, and brings together other
information designed to strengthen the review process on all cam-
puses

3 Segmental offices should encourage ail campuses to define more pre-
cigely the knowledge and skills expected of graduates of each degree
program with a view toward including performance measures of a pro-
gram's majors as a common element in the review process One such
measure should be the placement and career experiences of graduates

4 Segmental offices should undertake as many systemwide reviews of
programs 1n selected fields as resources allow

The Commission adopted this report on June 13, 1988, on recommendation of
its Policy Evaluation Committee Additional copies of the report may be ob-
tained from the Library of the Commission at (916) 322-8031 Further infor-
mation about the substance of the report may be obtained from Norman Char-
les of the Commuassion ataff at (916) 322-8020
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THE California Postsecondary Education Commus-
sion 18 required by Section 66903(6) of the Educaéion
Code to "review proposals by the public segments for
new programs and make recommendations regard-
ing such proposals to the Legislature and Governor ”
Shortly after its formation, the Commission request-
ed the staff to prepare an annual report describing
its activities relating to that review function Thisis
the twelfth in the series of annual reports It sum-
marizes the program review and planmng activities
of the staff and of the public segments for the period
between July 1, 1986, and June 30, 1987, and con-
cludes with recommendations for segmental action
during the coming academic year

Trends in proposals for new programs

A total of 50 proposals for new programs were sub-
mitted to the Commussion for review 1n 1986-87
This number, while considerably below the levels of
ten years ago, 13 in line with segmental totala for the
past few years (Display 1)

The new programs are 1n a broad range of academac
and occupational fields, with the health sciences --
thanks to the ten propesals in these subjects from
the Commumnity Colleges -- again claiming a greater
number of new programs than any other curricular
area For the second year in a row, only a modest
number of proposals for new programs in computer
sciences - two from community colleges and one
from the State University -- were forwarded to the
Commission

Again this year, a majority of new programs have
been offered as options or concentrations within oth-
er degree programs Such programs not only have
demonstrated their viabihity, but in most cases can
be offered with no additional faculty or resources

Review of Proposals for New Programs

Proposals of each segment

Appendix A on pages 15-18 lists all of the 1936-87
proposals by campus, program, and date submitted,
and presents selected comments by Commaission
staff on the proposals

University of California

The five proposals from the University in 1986-87
included one for a Ph D program in human develop-
ment (Davis) and proposals for master’s and Ph D
programs in materials (Santa Barbara), environ-
mental toxicology, biomedical seiences (both at Riv-
erside), and Pacific international affairs (San Di-
ego)

It 15 worth noting that all of these programs are
heavily interdisciplinary, the program in human de-
velopment, for example, plans to draw faculty from
as many as eight separate departments As noted 1n
previous reports, the trend in curricular develop-

DISPLAY 1  Number of Proposals for New
Programs Received from Each Public Segment
Since 1976-77
The
Califorma Califorma

Community State Univermity of

Year Colleges  Umiversity Calforma  Total
1976-77 a3 29 17 139
1977-18 101 20 15 136
1978-79 55 17 13 85
1979-80 43 16 12 71
1980-81 51 17 9 77
1981-82 43 11 5 62
1982-83 32 27 3 65
1983-34 16 23 6 45
1984-85 25 22 4 51
1985-86 27 9 7 43
1988-87 28 19 5 50

Source California Postsecondary Education Commission files



ment has clearly been toward programs with com-
binations of courses that transcend the boundaries of
traditional disciplines and departments -- further
evidence of what Clifford Geertz has called the
“blurring of genres” in contemporary thought
(1980)

The Master of Pacific International Affairs and the
Ph D 1n International AfTairs at San Diego are the
degree programs offered by the Graduate School of
International Relations and Pacific Studies (The
proposal for the establishment of this school was dis-
cussed in last year’s annual report ) After an initial
review of the proposal for programs, Commission
staff requested further explanation of the staffing
process as planned by the campus, since the proposal
called for an uncommeonly large number of new fae-
ulty The University’s response outlined the process
in satisfactory detail, but the plan still seemed to
provide exceptionally rich faculty-student ratios
during the early vears of the School’s operation
Acknowledging the difficulty of achieving an 1m-
mediate balance when staffing a new school, Com-
mssion staff urged greater restraint 1n adding new
faculty than the plan proposed, noting that, all the
while, prospects for the school and 1ts programs
seemed quite favorable

The California State University

After an unusually small number of proposals for
new programs in 1985-86, the State University re-
turned to normal levels with 19 proposals in 1986-
87 While more than one-third of the new programs
are in engineering and industrial technology fields,

others, including several distinctive programs, are
distributed across the curriculum from biochemstry
to interior design Among programs new to the
State University are offerings in rural and town
planning, national security studies, and a master's
degree program 1n liberal arts designed primarily
for adults -- especially businessmen, teachers, and
military personnel -- seeking to broaden their
education

Other proposals of interest were those from the
Stanislaus and San Bernardinu campuses for "2+2"
programs which offer upper-division courses to those
who have completed lower-division technical courses
at a Commumty College or other institution

California Community Colleges

Among the 26 proposals from Community Colleges,
ten were for programs in the health sciences and si1x
others were for technology programs in such fields
as manufacturing, computer, electromucs, or mechan-
ical technology A similar pattern has been evident
for several years with more new programs in the
health sciences, broadly defined, than in any other
curricular area Examples include programs with
occupational titles such as home health aide, sur-
gical technology, medical assistant, nursing home
health aide, and pharmacy technmician

Some of the issues 1dentified 1n last year's report --
definition of a program, variations in credit require-
ments for the certificate, and appropriate documen-
tation of need 1n program proposals -- are still being
discussed with Chancellor’s Office staff
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OVER the past 20 years, the periodic evaluation of
each degree program offered by a college or univer-
sity has become a standard feature of academic hife

Although some form of curricular review is a long
standing practice on well-governed campuses, public
and legislative interest 1n the process 1s a relatively
recent development, as is external pressure on pub-
hie campuses to schedule systematic reviews Rein-
forced by a renewed emphasis on quelity, account-
ability, and efficiency 1n public institutions, this
trend has heen promoted in large part by governing
boards and State coordinating agencies, many of
which have come 1nto being since 1970 In a major-
ity of states, in fact, such agencies are themselves re-
sponsible for the review of campus programs

In California, all campuses of the University and
State University have established schedules for the
review of existing programs on a five to seven year
cycle (A State University Trustees’ action n 1971
requiring such review of all campuses was among
the first of its kind in the country) Whle a few
Community College districts are known to have ex-
cellent review procedures 1n place, there 1s as yet no
record of the nature and extent of such procedures
throughout the system

Among the standard purposes of regularly scheduled
reviews are a reconsideration of goals and objectives
of mdividual degree programs, an examination of
evidence on how effectively programs are achieving
them, and a determination of what is needed to in-
crease the program’s effectiveness or -- 1n extreme
cases -- whether the program should be continued
Only rarely does a regularly scheduled review lead
to a recommendation that a program be discontin-
ued Although some campuses employ teams of out-
side evaluators to bring greater objectivity to the
process, most reviews are conducted by teams of
campus faculty and administrators The depart-
ment offering the program ordinarily prepares a
self-study that is reviewed by the review team, or 1n
some cases, by only the dean Under these circum-
stences, it 18 inevitable that a vast majority of re-
views will recommend continuation of programs

Review of Existing Programs

without change or suggest steps to strengthen them
-- not that they be terminated

For & time it was assumed that systematic program
review, if it led to an annual pruning of the curricu-
lum, could result in sigmificant savings That as-
sumption has not been borne out 1n public 1nstitu-
tions with enrollment-based funding formulas be-
cause unless the elimination of programs also leads
to a reduction 1n enrollments and, in turn, to fewer
budgeted faculty positions, no savinga will be real-
1zed Virtually none of the discontinued programs in
the University or State University in recent years
has involved any loss of staff positions, since most of
them have been marginal, low-enrollment pro-
grams Thus, while current review procedures are
unlikely to reduce budgets, they are nevertheless
valuable as a guide to the allocation of resources

Program review may also take on new significance
as 1t relates to assessment -- a topic that has recently
captured broad attention Advacates of a more com-
prehensive approach to assessment argue that cur-
rent measurement practices do not tell enough about
how well a campus is fulfilling 1ts primary respon-
gibility -- the education of students The argument is
not that students are not now subjected to enough
tests, 1t is that on most campuses these examina-
tions are strictly course related and that there 15 no
measure of a student’s overall growth and develop-
ment during the college years, no reliable system of
accounting for the "value added” by the collegiate
experience

Since the review of degree programs should focus on
the effectiveness of a given department 1n educating
1t3 majors, some feel that such review could become a
more essential element 1n the assessment of student
learning than 1t often 1s It 18 true that program
evaluations have tended to emphasize process mea-
sures rather than product measures -- thoroughness
of curriculum, adequacy of library and equipment,
counseling of students, reputations of faculty, and
the like, rather than the overall competence, skill,
knowledge and career satisfaction of the program’s
graduates This emphasis s illustrated by the hist of



program elements recommended by the Teaching
Program Planmng and Review Committee, College
of Letters and Science at UC, Davis as basic consid-
erations in the review of all programs, a list 1n many
ways exemplary of program review as currently con-
ducted (The list is reproduced in Appendix B )

Before the present interest in assessment subsides,
it seems likely that institutions will come under in-
creasmg pressure to develop "output” or "perfor-
mance” measures that indicate more clearly than
does currently available evidence how students have
grown during their time on campus Program re-
view can contribute in an important way to this
process if one of the elements to be evaluated 15 a de-
partment’s efforts to define and measure more pre-
cisely and reliably the knowledge and skills expect-
ed of its graduates

Both the University and State University allow
campuses to adopt their own criteria and follow their
own procedures in reviewing programs, requiring
only that each establish a formal schedule and re-
port the results of ail reviews. While the procedures
of program review must naturally be adjusted to dis-
tinctive organizational structures on i1ndividual
campuses, 1t 18 reasonable to expect that the pro-
gram elements to be examined should be similar.
Especially within & multi-campus system, it 13 im-
portant to insure that practices affecting quality are
reasonably consistent and uniform on all campuses
The Commission has for some time been encourag-
ing steps toward that end, including one as ele-
mental as the publication of a systemwide program
review handbook which would outline the necessary
components of each review, list reporting require-
ments, and identify procedures that have proved ef-
fective

The President’s Office of the University has been up-
dating and revising & program review handbook
originally issued ten years ago

The State University has been conducting a system-
wide evaluation of review procedures The report of
the ten-member committee, expected soon, may en-
courage increased effectiveness and consistency of a
process that while depending to a great extent on
campus imtiative and concern, can also benefit from
guidance and direction from a central source

The Commission’s role
in the review of existing programs

Unlike 1ts counterpart agencies 1n a growing num-
ber of states, the Commission has no authority to
conduct reviews of existing programs on individual
campuses It has instead, as directed in the Educa-
tion Code, worked with segmental offices to "estab-
lish a schedule for the segmental review of selected
programs, evaluate the program review process of
the segments, and report 1ts findings to the Governor
and Legislature " The Commussion’s guidelines for
the review of existing programs in The Commis-
sion’s Role tn the Review of Degree and Certificate
Programs (1981) define this role in detail and ind1-
cate the importance the Commuission attaches to sys-
tematic curricular review Among other procedures,
these gudelines require each segment to 1nclude
with 1ts annual acadermic master plan a list of all
programs scheduled for review on each campus dur-
ing the next two years In addition, each segment 1s
to submit an annual summary of review activities on
all campuses, including as much information as pos-
sible about the nature and extent of each review
along with 1ts conclusions and recommendations

While the Community Colleges have been as yet un-
able to submit any of this information, the Univer-
sity and State University have responded in every
detail to the provisions of the guidelines Their an-
nual reports show that all of their campuses have at
least established schedules for the systematic review
of all programs They reveal also, however, a variety
of approaches to the review process, some clearly less
thorough and objective than others Thus, in ful-
filling the Commaission’s responsiblity to evaluate
the review processes of the segments, and convinced
that this process 1s as central to educational quality
as any other campus activity, the Commussion staff
will continue to encourage uniformity and thorough-
ness 1n the segments’ review of existing programs

Another recurrent recommendation in the Commis-
sion’s annual report on program review has been to
urge each segment to undertake frequent system-
wide reviews of programs in selected disciplines

Despite the major commitment of time, energy, and
resgurces required by such reviews, their value is
unquestionable, as evidenced by recent systemwide
reviews in such fields as education, engineering,



law, and the performing arts, to mention a few
Among their other advantages, they bring a perspec-
tive to bear on the evaluation of programs that 15 daf-
ficult to achieve on an individual campus In a mul-
ti-campus institution, it 1s essential for many rea-
sons to know the characteristics and relative
strength of programs in the same discipline on the
various campuses.

A procedure for conducting an even more inclusive
review -- of all programs 1n a given field in all three
public segments -- is outlined in The Commussion’s
Role in the Review of Degree and Certificate Pro-
grams That such a broad-based intersegmental re-
view has yet to be attempted 1s due not to a rejection
of the concept but to a himitation of staff and re-
sources Commssion staff continues to explore the
possibilities of such a project

Segmental review activities during 1986-87
Uniwversity of California

The Office of the Premident’s report to the Commus-
sion on review activities throughout the University
in 1986-87 lists for each degree program reviewed on
each campus, the reasons for the review and who
conducted 1t, the criteria applied, and the major find-
1ings and recommendations The overall impression
conveyed by this material 1s that of a serious com-
mitment on most campuses to the conscientious, sys-
tematic evaluation of the curriculum With the ex-
ception of the two campuses that reviewed no under-
graduate programs in 1986-87, most others appear
to have covered enough programs during the period
to allow them to adhere to approximately a five- to
seven-year cycle for reviewing each program

Again with one or two exceptions, most campuses
are reporting the findings and recommendations of
each review in moere detail than was the case earlier

While some findings must remain confidential, 1t 1s
only through a candid summary of the conclusions of
a review team that the rigor and objectivity of the re-

view can be surmised by those not party to the proc-
ess

No programs were discontinued on any University
campus during 1986-87

The California State Universtty

An account of all programs reviewed on State Uni-
versity campuses is presented annually to the Board
of Trustees at its March meeting The March 1988
report summarizes the results of more than 170 pro-
gram evaluations conducted throughout the system
in 1986-87 While this systemwide total 1s greater
than in most recent years, four campuses reviewed
only two or three programs each -- a level of effort
that makes it virtually impossible to cover the cur-
riculum every five years

There also remains an unevenness in the reporting
practices of the campuses In summarizing the find-
ings of each review, most campuses have become ad-
mirably thorough and forthright, but a few still
seem reluctant to record a negative comment The
credibility of the review process suffers on those
campuses that, in summarizing the review findings
for 1¢ or 12 individual programs, mention not a
single weakness in any of them

In harmony with 2 Commission recommendation 1n
last year's annual report, more of the review sum-
maries commented on the placement records of a
program'’s graduates than heretofore This 1ndica-
tion of a program's effectiveness, while certainly not
a new criterion, is likely to assume greater 1mpor-
tance as one of several "outcome” measures -- a topic,
as noted earlier, currently 1n the spotlight

For the second year 1n a row, no programs were dis-
continued in the State Umiversity

Three projects related to program planning and re-
view within the State University are still 1n prog-
ress a systemwide study of campus review practices,
a study of the need for additional engineering pro-
grams and facilities, and a review of graduate educa-
tion within the system
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FOR the past ten years, the University and State
University have been submitting to the Commission
master lists of programs projected for imtiation a
year or more in the future Commission staff has re-
viewed these lists and identified in 1ts annual re-
ports those programs that appear to represent possi-
ble unnecessary duplication, are of questionable
need, or -- for a variety of reasons including their
dustinetave or unfamiliar titles -- seem to require
special review

In the 1981 revision of its guidelines, the Commis-
sion requested that each listed program be accom-
panied by a brief descriptive statement that contains
"a description of the program and the reasons for
proposing 1t, the relationship of the program to ex-
1sting programs and to the mission of the campus, its
new staff and facilities requirements, and the pos-
sible date for the program’s imitiation ” The Univer-
sity and State University have complied with this
request by providing descriptive statements that
have proved invaluable not only to Commission staff
but alse, it is hoped, to campuses preparing them

Projected programs, 1988-1993

The complete list of projected programs, attached as
Appendix C, is longer than any such list during the
past decade The 178 programs projected for initia-
tion between 1988 and 1993 represent a 72 percent
increase over the number of programs on the hist five
years ago The steadily increasing number of pro-
Jected programs might be due to the cumulative
effect of some being delayed 1n the:r imtiation and
carried over from year to year But the 100 pro-
grams newly added to this list this year are far more
than in any recent year and reflect a chmate of ex-
pansiveness markedly different from the mood of the
early 1980s

Although the list shows new program activity to be
distributed among a somewhat broader array of dis-
ciplines than has been the case, the largest concen-
tration of programs continues to be in three disci-

Review of Projected Programs

pline areas the health professions, the visual and
performing arts, and engineering and computer sci-
ence

Each of these fields presents somewhat different
challenges in considering the need for new pro-
grams

In the health sciences, the variety of specialized
fields and their interrelationships, the subtle dy-
namics of the job market, the high costs, and the
number and diversity of institutions offering pro-
grams make the planning and review of new pro-
grams in the health sciences as difficult as in any
other fleld

Projected programs in the arts present a different set
of 1ssues Estimating societal demand 15 even more
uncertain than in other fields because 1t is im-
possible to forecast how many painters, actors, musi-
ci1ang, or sculptors will be “needed " Furthermore, a
majority of projected programs are for professional
degree programs to be added to, or to replace, exist-
ing liberal arts programs in the subject Many of
these seem to be responding to demands for in-
creased specialization and the pressures of profes-
sional accrediting bodies

In the fields of engineering and computer science,
the challenge 158 to determine 1if the strong student
and market demand of the past decade might level
off and diminish the need for additional programs
These are also fields in which a potential competi-
tion for resources between the University and State
University 1s especially keen For that reason,
among others, the survey of the field being proposed
by the State University 1s timely

Projected programs requiring
Commission review

One of the purposes of developing hists of projected
programs is to identafy those that require Commis-
sion staff review and those that from a statewide
perspective seem to raise no serious questions The



list 1n Display 2 below mncludes projected programs
that for reasons indicated should be reviewed with
gpecial care by campuses, segmental offices, and
Commussion staff Appearing here are all proposals
for doctoral and joint doctoral programs, which by
their very nature require careful consideration at all
levels of the review process Others are grouped gen-
erally according to the major reason Commission
stafl feels they need special attention, although it
may not be the only reason

The appearance of a program on this list umplies no

Judgment whatever about its possible quality or the
ablity of the campus to offer it Nor does 1t necessar-
ily indicate that the program is less likely te be en-
dorsed at any level of the review process than a pro-
gram not on the list It 18 meant to emphasize that
proposals for these programs should contain an espe-
cially convineing statement of purpose and need

If proposals for any projected programs not on the
list in Dispiay 2 are approved by the segments, these
should be sent to the Commission 1n summary form
for possible comment, but primarily for information

DISPLAY 2 Projected Programs Requirtng Comnussion Staff Review

Projected Program
Joint Doctoral Programs
Educational Leadership

Engineering and Applied Math
Communicative Disorders
Public Health

Doctoral Programs

Conservation and Resource Studies
International Studies

Edueation

Epidemiology

Lingwstics

Music

Anthropology

Criminology and Legal Studies
Dramatic Theory and Criticism

East Asian L.anguages and Literatures
Environmental Health and Planning
Geosciences

Health and Clinical Psychology
Human Development

Human Genetic Disease

Sociology

Dance

Educational Administration

Musie

Degrea(s) Cempus Date
Ph D UC Systemwide and To be

CSU Fresno determined
Ph D CSULB and Claremont 1989
PhD San Diego State & USC 1989
Ph D San Dege State and

UC San Diego 1989
MA/PhD UC Berkeley 1988
MA/FhD UC Berkeley 1988
PhD UC Davis 1988
MS/PhD UC Davis 1988
PhD UC Davis 1990
PR D UC Davis 1989
PhD UC Irvine 1991-92
PhD UC Irvine 1990-91
Ph D UC Irvine 1989-90
MA/PhD UC Irvine 1991-92
PhD UC Irvine 1989-90
MS/PhD UC Irvine 1990-91
PhD UC Irvine 1990-91
Ph D UC Irvine 1989-90
PhD UC Irvine 1989-90
Ph D UC Irvine 1991-92
Ph D UC Los Angeles 1990
EdD UC Los Angeles To be

determined
DMA UC Los Angeles 1989 or 1990
continued




DISPLAY 2, Continued

Projected Program

Genetics
Architecture

Art History / Criticism (Visual Arts)
Dramaturgy / Dramatic Literature

Materials Science
Computer Science
Economy and Society
Human Communication

Languistics/Languistic Discourse Analysis

Music

Statistics or Applied Probability

Aquatic Toxicology
Anthropology

Computer Engineering
International Economics

Degree(s)

MS/PhD
Ph D
MA/PhD
Ph D or DFA
MA/PhD
MS/PhD
Ph D

Ph D
MA/PhD
MM/DMA
Ph D
MS/PhD
MA/PhD
MS/hD
Ph D

Campus

UC Riverside

UC San Diego

UC San Diego

UC San Diego

UC San Diego

UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Cruz
UC Santa Cruz
UC Santa Cruz
UC Santa Cruz

Projected programs in fields with many existing and/or proposed programs

Architecture

School of Architecture
Architecture
Architecture
Architecture
Architecture

Computer Science/Engineering

Computer Science
Computer Science
Computer Engineering
Computer Science
Computer Engineering
Computer Science
Computer Science
Computer Science
Computer Science
Computer Engineering
Computer Science
Computer Science
Computer Engineering

Engineering
Ocean Engineering

B A /M Arch
B Arch

M Arch
PrD

MS
MS
BS
MS
BS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS/PhD
MS/PhD

BS

UC San Diege
UC San Diego
San Dhego State University
San Dhego State University
UC San Diego

CSU Bakersfield
CSU Dominguez Hills
CSU Fresno

CSU Fresno

CSU Fullerton

CSU Hayward

C8U Long Beach
CSU Los Angeles
CSU San Bernardino
San Jose State University
CSU Stanmislaus

UC Santa Barbara
UC Santa Cruz

UC San Diego

Data

1988
1991
1990
1991
1988
1988
1990
1989
1988
1988
1988 or 1989
1985-90
1985
1988-39
1991-92

1988
1990
1989
1992
1381

1989
1988
1988
1988
1989
1988
1988
1988
1989
1988
1988
1988
1988-89

1990

continued



DISPLAY 2, Continued

Projected Program

Ocean Engineering
Electronic Engineering
Electrical Engineering
Quality Assurance
Construetion Management
Civil Engineering

Civil Engineering
Electrical Engineering
Mechanical Engineering
Civil Engineering
Engineering Technology
Construction Management
Industrial Technology
Quality Assurance
Structural Engineering
Engineering and Applied Math
Materials Scrence

Fine and Performing Arts
Art
Art
Art
Art
Art

Dance
Dance
Dance
Dance
Dance
Dance

Theatre Arts
Theatre Arts
Theatre Arts
Drama

Dramatic Theory and Criticism
Dramaturgy /! Dramatic Literature

Musie

Musiec
Music

10

Degree(s)

MS
BS
MS
MS
BS
MS
BS/MS
BS/MS
BS/MS
BS

BS

BS

BS
MS
MS
PhD
MA/PhD

BFA
BFA
BFA
MA

BFA

MFA
BA
BF A
MFA
BA
PR D

BA

MFA
BFA
MFA

PR D
PhDorDF A,

MM
BA
MM

Campus

UC San Diego

UC Santa Cruz

CSU Chico

CSU Dominguez Hills
C8U Fresno

C8U Fresno

CSU Fullerton

CSU Fullerton

CSU Fullerton
Humbeoldt State University
CSU Long Beach

CSU Sacramento

San Francisco State Univ
San Jose State Univ

CSU San Luis Obispo
CSULB and Claremont
UC San Diego

CSU Dominguez Hills
CSU Northndge

CSU Sacramento
CSU San Bernardino
CSU Stanislaus

UC Los Angeles

CSU Fullerton

CSU Long Beach

CSU Long Beach

San Diego State University
UC Los Angeles

CSU Bakersfield
CSU Fresno

CSU Northridge
San Franeisco State
University

UC Irvine

UC San Diego

UC Los Angeles
CSU Bakersfield
CSU Los Angeles

Date

1994
19590-91
1988
1988
1988
1988
1989
1989
1989
1989
1938
1988
1988
1988
1989
1989
1988

1993
1989
1989
1989
1989

1983
1988
1988
1990
1988
1990

1990
1990
1989

1988
19893-90
1991

1989
1989
1988

continued



DISPLAY 2, Continued

Projscted Program

Musie
Music
Music
Mustc

Pacific Rim Studies
Asian Americen Studies
Agian Studies

Asian Studies

Chinese Studies

East Asian Languages and Literatures
International Relations & Pacific Studies

Japanese Studies

East Asian Languages and Literatures

Degree(a)

BA

PhD
DMA
MM/DMA

Specialization
BA/MA
BA

MA

BA
Certaficate
BA/MA
MA/PRD

Campus

CSU San Luis Obispo
UC Davis

UC Los Angeles

UC Santa Barbara

UC Los Angeles
CSU Los Angeles
CSU Sacramento
UC San Dhego
UC Irvine

UC San Diego
UC San Diego
UC Irvine

Projected programs in fields with uncertain student or societal demand

Classical Studies
Communications
Counseling

Environmental and Occupational Health

Environmental Design
General Studies

Health Science

Laberal Studies

Liberal Studies

Liberal Studies
Operations Research
Public Health

Recreation Adminmistration
Social Science
Telecommunications
Urban Planmng

Urban Studies and Planning
Urban Studies

MA
MA
MS
BS
MS
BA
BS
MA
MA
MA
MA
MS
BA
MA
BS
MA
MA
BA

UC San Diego

CSU San Bernardino
Humboldt State University
CSU Northrdge

CSU San Luis Obispo

CSU Stanislaus

CSU Fullerton

CSU Long Beach

CSU Sacramento

C3U San Luis Obispo

UC Santa Barbara

San Dhego State Umversity
Humboldt State University
CSU San Bernardino

CSU Dominguez Hills

UC Irvine

UC San Diego

San Dhego State University

Date

1990
1989
1989 or 1990
1988

1983
1989
1989
1989
1990-81
1989
1992
1991-92

1993
1990
1988
1988
1989
1989
1989
1990
1989
1989
1988 or 1989
1988
1988
1938
1989
1988-89
1989
1938

Projected programs in fields currently undergoing public scrutiny or professional review

Educational Administration
Educational Administration
Education

MA
MA
PhD

CSU Bakersfield
CSU San Bernardino
UC Davis

1990
1988
1988

continued
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DISPLAY 2, Continued

Projected Program Degree(s) Campus Date
Educational Administration EdD UC Los Angeles To be
deternmined
Educational Leadership PhD UC Systemuwide and To be
CSU Fresno determuned
Physical Therapy MS UCSF & SF State University 1988
Physical Therapy MPT CSU Fresno 1988
Physical Therapy MPT CSU Long Beach 1988
Physical Therapy MPT CSU Northridge 1988
Physical Therapy MS San Diego State University 1989
Physical Therapy MS SF State & UCSF (above) 1989
Nursing BS/MS CSU Dominguez Hills 1988
Nursing M5 CSU Fullerton 1989

Projected programs in fields where there are few established models

Art Therapy MA CSU Los Angeles 1988
Gerontology MS San Jose State Unaversity 1989
Gerontology MS CSU Stamslaus 1989
Music Theater BA UC Los Angeles 1989
Photographic Studies MA/MFA UCRiverside 1988

Projected programs requiring substantial inereases in faculty or facilities

Cognitive Science BA UC San Diego 1989
Environmental Studies MA UC Santa Barbara 1988

Projected programs in fields with unfamiliar degree titles

Applied Studies BS CSU Dormunguez Hills 1988
Aviation BS CSU Los Angeles 1988
Human Resource Development MS CS8U Chico 1989
Social & Behav Sci Communication Grad Cert UC Santa Cruz 1989
Social Documentation MA UC Santa Cruz 1989
Statistics and Actuarial Science BS UC Santa Barbara 1988 or 1989

Note Projected doctoral programs are listed 1n italics at the end of each category other than the first two

Source California Posteecondary Education Commission
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4

Recommendations for Segmental
Action During the Coming Year

THE Comrmussion offers the following four recom-
mendations to the segments

1

The Chancellor’s Office of the Califorma Commu-
mty Colleges should increase its efforts toward
improving program review practices and pro-
cedures on all campuses As soon as possible, the
Chancellor's Office should compile and submait to
the Commission the following items essential for
statewide planning and review (1) a list of pro-
Jected programs at all colleges, with a brief de-
scriptive statement for each program, and (2) a
summary of program review activities at each
college during the preceding year

With all campuses 1n the Umversity and State
University having establhished schedules for the
systematic review of ex1sting programs, segmen-
tal offices should seek to insure umiform:ity in
the quality of campus reviews by developing

guidelines and regulations to be distributed to
the campuses and other parties These might
take the form of a handbook that identifies pro-
gram elements to be evaluated, lists reporting
requirements and deadlines, and brings together
other information designed to streng